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DETAILED ACTION 

Claims 1-21, 23-43 and 45-50 are pending and have been examined. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

1. The information disclosure statement (IDS) submitted on 03 October 
2007 (copy of possible 17 September 2003 IDS), 03 October 2007 (copy of 
possible 04 June 2004 IDS) and 17 October 2007 (from previous IDS's, 
including corrected document submissions) are considered by the examiner. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole 
would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by 
the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-21 and 23-43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Aronberg et al. (USPN 5,933,647) in view of Bigus et al. 
(USPN 6,718,358). 

Claim 1 

Aronberg disclosed a method for installing and configuring an application on a 
device on a network, the method comprising the steps of: 
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sending, from the device to a server on a network , a request that (a) 
requests a application from the server (column 4, lines 54-58), 

downloading, from the server, a customized value for a configuration 
parameter wherein the customized value was determined by the server (column 
2, lines 54-61, server provided/ distributed customized configuration, thus 
parameter; column 2, lines 1-12; column 4, lines 48-49, 62-64, user is at the 
server; column 5, lines 44-48; column 9, lines 28-32; figure 4, variables to set; 
figure 7, variables set, files per directory); 

downloading the application to the device (column 2, lines 59-61); 

installing the application on the device (figures 4 and 7; column 9, lines 
28-32) 

Aronberg did not explicitly state a database application, sending from the 
device resource information available on the device, downloading a 
configuration parameter to allocate resources on the device, or configuring the 
database application to include the configuration parameter. Bigus 
demonstrated that it was known at the time of invention to install database 
applications (column 1, lines 14-27 and lines 62-54), to gather resource 
information from target devices (column 1, lines 38-41; and column 4, lines 1- 
5; column 6, lines 9-16; figure 1, elements 130, 140, 150), and to download 
and configure based upon configuration parameter (column 1, lines 37-39, 
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"adjusting existing resource allocations"; column 1, lines 50-52; column 4, line 
13, 17-20; column 6, lines 9-16; figure 1, element 160). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to implement 
the agent installation system of Aronberg with (via the agent requests and 
actions of Aronberg) database installation and parameter tuning, including 
requesting the software and describing the target environment, and from a 
server or source receiving the database and tuning or configuration information 
as found in Bigus' teaching. This implementation would have been obvious 
because one of ordinary skill in the art would be motivated to 1) provide 
databases along with any other software to a system as needed and 2) provide 
the most efficient functioning of any installed software (column 1, lines 38-41). 

Claim 2 

Aronberg did not explicitly state the method of Claim 1 further comprising the 
step of monitoring logs of actual use of the device resources. Bigus 
demonstrated that it was known at the time of invention to tune databases via 
acquired metrics (column 1, lines 38-64; column 2, lines 53-59). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to 
implement the installation system of Aronberg with software tuning as found 
in Bigus' teaching. This implementation would have been obvious because one 
of ordinary skill in the art would be motivated to improve performance of 
distributed/ network systems (Bigus: column 1, lines 19-27 and lines 38-49). 
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Claim 3 

Aronberg and Bigus disclosed the method of claim 2, further comprising, after 
the database application has been installed, tuning the value of the 
configuration parameter based on logs of actual use of the device resources 
(see above claim 3), 

Claim 4 

Aronberg and Bigus did not explicitly state the method of claim 1, wherein: 

♦ the method further comprises, after requesting the database 
application from the server, receiving at the device a network address 
of a source for the database application; and 

♦ the step of downloading the database application comprises 
downloading the database application to the device from the source. 

Applicant Admitted Prior Art (MPEP 2144.03, C.) is taken that it was known at 
the time of invention to make use of distributed servers and downloading 
redirection. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of invention to implement the installation system of Aronberg and Bigus 
with receiving an alternate server to download from. This implementation 
would have been obvious because one of ordinary skill in the art would be 
motivated to make use of standard network environments in order to increase 
usefulness and applicability of the installation system (for example: download 



Application/ Control Page 6 

Number: 09/872,234 
Art Unit: 2193 

straight from the vendor, which is most likely to be most accurate and up-to- 
date). 

Claim 5 

Aronberg and Bigus disclosed the method of claim 4 wherein the source is a 
second server that is distinct from the server from which the database 
application is requested (see above claim 4, for example downloading from 
vender). 

Claim 6 

Aronberg and Bigus disclosed the method of claim 1, wherein the device is a 
database appliance having database software and non-database software 
tailored to the needs of the database software (Bigus: disclosed database 
software as shown above; Aronberg: showed at least the agent software 
responsive to the database for installation; and Bigus: at least the tuning 
software responsive to the database software). 

Claim 7 

Aronberg and Bigus disclosed the method of claim 1, wherein: 

♦ the server is a community server used to install the database 
application on a plurality of devices (Aronberg: figure 1)\ and 
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♦ the community server sends to each device of said plurality of devices 
initial customized values for the configuration parameter based on the 
resources on said each device (Aronberg: figure 1; column 4, lines 54- 
56). 

Claim 8 

Aronberg and Bigus disclosed the method of claim 4, wherein the source is a 
community server used to install the database application on a plurality of 
devices and the netw^ork is the Internet (Aronberg: figure 1; and above claim 4 
vender example; and Bigus: column 2, line 45). 

Claim 9 

Aronberg and Bigus did not explicitly state the method of claim 1 , v^herein the 
server is a platform at an Internet database service provider (Bigus: column 2, 
line 45). 

Claim 10 

Aronberg and Bigus disclosed the method of claim 4, wherein the source is a 
platform at an Internet database service provider (see above claim 4, vender 
example). 
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Claim 1 1 

Aronberg and Bigus disclosed the method of claim 1 , wherein the data 
indicating device resources includes data indicating at least one of a 
consumable resource and an application already installed (Aronberg: column 
5, lines 44-48; column 9, lines 28-32), 

Claim 12 

Aronberg and Bigus disclosed the method of claim 1 1 , wherein the data 
indicating the consumable resource includes data indicating at least one of 
storage space, number of licensed users, maximum processor usage rate, and 
maximum transaction rate (Aronberg: column 5, lines 44-48; column 9, lines 
28-32), 

Claim 13 

Aronberg and Bigus disclosed the method of claim 1, wherein: 

♦ the device is a database appliance having database software and non- 
database software tailored to the needs of the database software 
(Bigus: disclosed database software as shown above; Aronberg: 
showed at least the agent software responsive to the database for 
installation; and Bigus: at least the tuning software responsive to the 
database software); and 
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♦ the data indicating device resources includes a type of the database 
appliance (Aronberg: column 5, lines 44-48; Bigus: column 1, lines 
62-64), 

Claim 14 

Aronberg and Bigus disclosed the method of claim 1 , wherein the 
configuration parameter is at least one of a size for a shared global area of 
memory for the application, a size for a private cache memory, a size for a 
tablespace, and a size of a data block (Aronberg: column 5, lines 44-48; column 
9, lines 28-32), 

Claim 15 

Aronberg and Bigus disclosed the method of claim 3, wherein the logs of 
actual use include data indicating at least one of number of disk reads, 
number of disk writes (Aronberg: column 2, lines 1-8), 

Claim 16 

Aronberg and Bigus did not explicitly state the method of claim 1 , further 
comprising: 

♦ sending to the server a request for selectable database applications, 
and 
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♦ receiving from the server data indicating a set of one or more 
selectable database applications. 

Applicant Admitted Prior Art (MPEP 2144,03, C.) is taken that it was known at 
the time of invention to select via a user an application for installation. It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to implement the installation system of Aronberg and Bigus with 
user selecting software to install. This implementation would have been 
obvious because one of ordinary skill in the art would be motivated to a user 
further control over their system in order to make adjustments specific to their 
individual needs. 

Claim 1 7 

Aronberg and Bigus did not explicitly state the method of claim 1, further 
comprising: 

♦ sending to a user data indicating a set of one or more selectable 
database applications; and 

♦ receiving input from the user indicating the database application 
selected. 

Applicant Admitted Prior Art (MPEP 2144.03, C.) is taken that it was known at 
the time of invention to select via a user an application for installation. It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to implement the installation system of Aronberg and Bigus with 
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user selecting software to install. This implementation would have been 
obvious because one of ordinary skill in the art would be motivated to a user 
further control over their system in order to make adjustments specific to their 
individual needs. 

Claim 18 

Aronberg and Bigus disclosed the method of claim 17, wherein: 

♦ the network is the Internet (Bigus: column 2, line 45); and 

♦ the data indicating a set of one or more selectable database 
applications are sent from an internet database service provider 
system which manages the device (Aronberg: figure 1), 

Claim 19 

Aronberg and Bigus disclosed the method of claim 1 , wherein the database 
application is configured to interact with a database server device distinct from 
the device (Bigus: column 1, lines 62-64 and column 2, line 45), 

Claim 20 

Aronberg and Bigus disclosed the method of claim 19, wherein the device and 
the database server device are managed by an internet database service 
provider system (Bigus: column 2, line 45), 
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Claim 21 

The limitations of method claim 2 1 are substantially similar to the limitations 
of method claim 1 and as such are rejected in the same manner. 

Claims 23-43 

The limitations of computer-readable medium claims 23-43 are substantially 
similar to the limitations of method claims 1-21 and as such are rejected in the 
same manner. 

Claims 47 and 48 

Aronberg and Bigus disclosed the method or machine-readable medium, 
wherein the application is a database application (see claim 1 ), 

4. Claims 45 and 46 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Aronberg et al. (USPN 5,933,647) in view of Owens et al. 
(USPN 5,555,416). 

Claim 45 

Aronberg disclosed a machine-implemented method, comprising the steps of: 
receiving, at an appliance, a document that includes elements that specify (a) 
steps for installing an application on the appliance (column 2, lines 52-54; 
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column 5, lines 30-35), and (b) customized parameter values to use when 
installing the application on the [appliance] (column 2, lines 52-54); and 
install the application on the [appliance] using the customized parameter 
values (column 3, lines 1-13; column 4, lines 35-38; installation commands). 

Aronberg did not explicitly state after receiving the document, translating 
textual elements to commands. Owens demonstrated that it was known at the 
time of invention to provide textual elements in installation documents (figures 
8-11; column 2, lines 25-34) and to translate them after receiving (scripts are 
translated as executed). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of invention to implement the installation system of 
Aronberg with scripts, including textual elements, as found in Owens' 
teaching. This implementation would have been obvious because one of 
ordinary skill in the art would be motivated to provide a mechanism for system 
of flexible administrator control (Aronberg: column 4, lines 66-67; Owens: 
column 1, line 65 to column 2, line 1), preferably easily and efficiently 
developed such as an already existing system (scripts) disclosed by Owens. 

Claim 46 

The limitations of claim 46 are substantially the same as for claim 45 and as 
such are rejected in the same manner. 
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5. Claims 49 and 50 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Aronberg et al. (USPN 5,933,647) in view of Owens et al. 
(USPN 5,555,416) in further view of Bigus et al. (USPN 6,718,358). 

Claims 49-50 

The limitations of claims 49-50 correspond to the limitations of claims 1 and 
45-46 and as such are rejected in a corresponding manner. 

Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-21 and 23-43; 45-46 and 
49-50 have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of 
rejection. However, it is noted that in Aronberg a server provides a customized 
configuration and thus parameters {column 2, lines 54-61, server 
provided/ distributed customized configuration, thus parameter; column 2, lines 
1-12; column 5, lines 44-48; column 9, lines 28-32; figure 4, variables to set; 
figure 7, variables set, files per directory). It is further noted that the 

user/ administrator is working at the server level and thus the server provides 
the determination of configuration/ customized parameters [column 4, lines 48- 
49, 62-64, user is at the server). Further it is noted that in Bigus, a model is 
built from information retrieved from a controllable target (figure 1 , and above 
rejections). Then the model helps tune or configure the target (figure 1, and 
above rejections). Clearly resource allocation occurs (column 1, lines 37-39, 
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"adjusting existing resource allocations'' to improve service levels; and above 
rejections). Bigus' "configuration metric" is an information gathered, not a 
parameter configured (consistent with Applicant's claim language). Careful 
analysis of Applicant's claim language reveals information going up to the 
server and information coming down from the server, but not that it is the 
same variable or parameter. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension 
of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire 
THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply 
is filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the 
advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH 
shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on 
the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1. 136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In 
no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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